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 It has already been a decade since the People’s Republic of China 
(hereinafter, China) became the second-largest economy in the world, after 
the United States, surpassing Japan in ????. China’s presence in world politics 
and in the world’s economy has gained considerable weight, particularly after 
its leader, Xi Jinping, launched a new initiative in ???? called ‘Silk Road 
Economic Belt’ on the Eurasian continent, and the ‘??st Century Maritime 
Silk Road’ through the Indo-Pacific Oceans, which has been referred to as ‘One 
Belt One Road’ (OBOR). China’s rise has been unstoppable despite attempts 
by the Obama administration of the United States to stifle the expansion 
of China’s economic power under OBOR through the enlargement of the 
Transpacific Partnership (TPP) economic integration. On the contrary, the 
fact that, within three years since the establishment, the Asian Infrastructure 
Investment Bank (AIIB) had expanded its membership to ??? (including 
France, Germany, and the United Kingdom) by July ???? may be proof 
that all that the US can do under the Trump administration is to turn to 
protectionism unilaterally, leaving the TPP and the leading position of the 
liberal order and capitalism under the free trade system, which it took an 
initiative to fund after the Second World War. 
 However, very few have had a clear perspective of the world’s future 
order (legal, political, or economic) at this moment because there are so 
many unpredictable and unsettled issues hovering over the international 
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community and each country. Many experts on these issues, including 
lawyers and sinologists, are now perplexed under the current situation where 
a kind of paradigm shift may be taking place, consciously or unconsciously. 
A fundamental question may be what China’s OBOR initiative means to 
the current and future world; or, does this initiative signify that the world 
is shifting from the Westphalian system to an ‘Eastphalian’ system under 
China’s leadership?
  Normative Readings of the Belt and Road Initiative: Road to New 
Paradigms (edited by Wenhua Shan, Kimmo Nuotio, and Kangle Zhang) 
may provide a good answer with a positive flavour to the reader regarding 
the questions mentioned above in some legal aspects of OBOR. Its legal 
analyses are compiled into ten articles with a prologue and an epilogue. It is 
important to point out some of the analyses that are relevant in the context of 
international law among these ten articles contained in the book under review. 
 The first article (by Guilherme Vasconcelos Vilaça) takes a critical look 
at the current OBOR and seeks to strengthen the initiative by introducing 
more cultural and normative content than the economic vision and practice, 
recalling the Colombo Plan for its soft power effect. The second article (by 
Nicholas Morris) submits that understanding and considering the differences, 
both in legal and regulatory systems and in the local culture, is important for 
the development of a harmonised legal and regulatory system, so that the 
OBOR will nurture trustworthiness among member states for its sustainability. 
The third paper (by Anastas Vangeli) regards the OBOR initiative as China’s 
normative layer that was adopted in its foreign policy to affect the thinking 
and behaviour of external actors directly involved in the initiative, though its 
effect is yet to be seen. 
 The fourth article (by Chie He) bases the OBOR initiative on the 
notion of global public good (GPG) due to its non-rival and non-exclusive 
characteristics for the benefit of international cooperation, because the 
Chinese perspective of world order or international law  is embedded in the 
old Chinese philosophical concept of ‘Tian-xia’ (All-under-Heaven), from 
which President Xi Jinping proposed the idea of building a Community 
of Common Destiny for All Mankind by implementing the initiative. The 
fifth paper (by Kangle Zhang) offers a realistic view on the OBOR initiative 
essentially as the strategic move by China in a world of struggle, since a slogan 
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of ‘end poverty’ is deployed by actors involved in the initiative through a 
combination of infrastructure financing and development financing under the 
Chinese government’s strategy. The sixth paper (by Daniele Brombal) assesses 
many features of AIIB’s environmental and social safeguards as aligned with 
international practice in terms of sustainability, although the OBOR initiative 
should focus more on the interactions between funding institutions, clients, 
and local communities. Analysing China’s investment agreements with 
OBOR member states, the seventh article (by Shu Zhang) submits that China 
should contribute to the convergence of Investor-State-Arbitration (ISA) 
treaty drafting and ISA practices at regional and international levels, so that 
the OBOR initiative will offer a good opportunity to create a comprehensive, 
adaptable, and predictable ISA mechanism for the sake of the next generation 
of influential regional or even multilateral investment agreements. 
 The eighth article (by Desheng Hu, Jun Ou, and Xueyue Hu) maintains 
that, through the OBOR initiative, Chinese enterprises should actively fulfil 
their social and environmental responsibilities when conducting foreign 
direct investment (FDI) in other OBOR countries, as the initiative aims 
to promote regional and international harmonious and green development 
as well as ecological civilisation. The penultimate article (by Yongping 
Xiao and Meng Yu) suggests some approaches for the improvement of 
the international credibility of the Chinese judiciary to build the OBOR 
initiative; namely, fostering the judicial ideology of a major country, innovating 
judicial methods, and promoting judicial culture. Characterising the OBOR 
initiative as a set of instruments for policy coordination across Asia and 
beyond, financial integration, trade liberalisation, and people-to-people 
connectivity, the last paper (by Tommi Yu) emphasises particularly the synergy 
between legal services industry and practitioners, on the one hand, and 
government institutions, policies, and support, on the other, for solidifying and 
materialising short-to-medium term and longer-term expectations connected 
with the initiative.
 Overall, Normative Readings of the Belt and Road Initiative seems to 
have a positive appraisal of the purposes and functions of the OBOR initiative 
under China’s traditional style of grasping the world and of implementing 
its own policy and strategy.  Those who want to find a critical assessment 
of the normative aspects of the initiative may not be fully satisfied with the 
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analysis and approach adopted by the authors therein. The coverage of topics 
contained in the book under review may inevitably be too broad to focus on a 
certain field of law such as international law, although this may be beyond the 
intention of the editors.
 Whether it is part of China’s official (foreign) policy or global strategy, 
the OBOR initiative is China’s alternative approach (i.e. non-Western) to 
societal and economic development in an inclusive and open manner through 
regional and global cooperation, particularly by means of increased trade and 
investment. The initiative is the ‘Road to New Paradigms’, which is mentioned 
in the introductory chapter (by Wenhua Shan), and may bring about great 
change in world order (political, economic, or legal) from the Western style 
and values to those of China. The AIIB and the Shanghai Cooperation 
Organization (SCO) are the implementation mechanisms of the initiative that 
enhance friendly cooperation to promote regional economic development. 
 This Chinese paradigm shift through economic development by way 
of regional cooperation does not mean the imposition of a certain culture or 
values --- such as human rights protection or the rule of law in the Western (or 
even the EU) way --- on a state or a local society, but a loose connection only 
for the common destiny to become economically well off first of all, without 
intervening in the internal matters of each member state of the OBOR 
network under China’s soft power. In order for the network to be strengthened 
effectively, the so-called Brussels Effect (i.e. the spread of the EU’s regulatory 
power beyond its borders), which Kimmo Nuotio in the epilogue of the book 
under review suggests to compare to the OBOR, will not be the one that 
China actually seeks to grow in the regions in terms of transnational legal 
development. This is only because China’s perspective in implementing the 
OBOR principally derives from values and models that are very different from 
those of the West, although it will be hopefully possible for both a legal order 
under the OBOR and the Western model may have a possibility to converge, 
to some extent, into a certain hybrid style of order. At this moment, anyway, 
it is too early to predict the consequence of the competition between the 
Chinese way and the Western style.
 What the world is currently seeing is something that has never been 
seen before in world history; namely, China’s rise or resurgence as a leading 
‘civilization state’ (to use Martin Jacques’ term) in the past ?,???. Some 
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scholars maintain that China is not a hegemon, as it does not seek hegemony. 
Hegemony is, for them, a Western notion. The rise and fall of hegemonic 
powers, which refer to mainly Western powers such as Portugal, Spain, the 
Netherlands, Great Britain, and the United States, are only seen through 
the lenses of the West. In other words, the new paradigms referred to in the 
book under review may require the reader to realise that even textbooks on 
international law and international relations need to be rewritten completely, 
since the Westphalian principles and the notion of balance of power, for 
example, will no longer work well in the way they may have been intended 
to. In this sense, the book under review certainly provides readers of various 
backgrounds with a broader and fresher look at the normative aspects of the 
OBOR as well as its socio-legal implications.

